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Vatican Council, or inquire into the vexed question as to
whether freedom of speech was really seriously curtailed, as was
alleged by the helpless minority.1 " It is difficult to maintain/'
wrote Darboy, the Archbishop of Paris, to Napoleon III.,
" that the Council has all the appearances of freedom. The
Holy Father has appointed all chairmen and officials, as well
as the members of the most important of all the commissions,
that charged with accepting or rejecting resolutions. There
are lists of official candidates for all other commissions. The
majority is made up beforehand "; and Veuillot admits that
while " the Holy Father wishes freedom to be in no wise
limited in the exercise of the good which the members of the
Council are called upon to do, he has too mush respect for the
dignity of bishops to suppose they need freedom in order to
do evil."2 The fact is probably that, given the state of mind
of the large majority of the participants, greater freedom of
discussion would have been of no avail; but there are some who
believe that a less rigid procedure and more organization of
the opposition might have led to a different result—if not to
the rejection of infallibility at least to a lengthening of the
proceedings that would, as events turned out, have prevented
the final votes before the outbreak of the Franco-Prussian War
and the entrance of the Italian armies into Rome.
Nor need we concern ourselves to examine its political aspect
and to inquire into the Pope's apparent defiance of Catholic
governments by not calling upon their representatives to
attend, a step which, according to Veuillot, was the recognition
of the fact that there was no longer any Catholic sovereigns,
and marked the end of the Middle Ages, Napoleon III.
at any rate was relieved of the difficult task of deciding whether
to accept such an invitation and thereby accept perforce the
position of a Catholic prince, or to refuse and proclaim be-
1 There are innumerable accounts of the Council. Nielsen and Presscnse*
are partisans of the minority, Veuillot and Purcell (in his Life of Manning) are
majoritarians. That given by Lagrange in his Life of Dupanhup is very illum-
inating. All agree as to the amount of backstairs* wire-pulling nnd drawing-
room intrigue, and on the influence of Pius IX.'s personal charm in winning
over doubtful bishops (Ward's Newman, iL, p. 300).
a Life ofFeuilht) iv., p, 64.
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